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Mr. George Bush 

5161 Palisade Lane NW W *4 “ , 

Washington DC 20016 7 A | f 'T 

a- • , / A . S v 

. Dear Mr. Bush: \ * ,4 \ 

Because of your interest in the subject, I have 
marked for your attention a feature in the eurrent 

issue of Skeptic . 

If you would like to respond, we 7 would be. P^f® sed 
to consider your comments for inclusion m 
letters section of the forthcoming issue. 

Cordially, 


1 ? 




Nancy J. Brucker 
Associate Editor 

NJB : cmb 


(2* 


Approved For Release 2002/06/06 : CIA-RDP79M00467A0027001 10002-9 

812 ANACAfA SFREET • SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA • 93101 • (805)965-^321 











— 3 ?. 

O ' i *» 





Approved Fo^Release 2002/06/06 : CIA-RDP79M004£7A0027001 10002-9 




APPEAL OF CONSCIENCE FOUNDATION 

119 West 57th Street • New York, N. Y. 10019 • 582-7878 



FOR YOUR INFORMATION 
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•BSS® United States Mission to the United Nations 


PRESS RELEASE 


799 United Nations Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10017 


FOR RELEASE AT 9:00 P.M., EDT 
Tuesday, October 26, 1976 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY 


Press Release USUN~I30(76) 
October 26, 1976 


Address by Ambassador William W. Scranton, United States 

Representative to the United Nations, to the Appeal of Conscience 

Foundation, Annual Award Dinner, Hotel Pierre, New York, New York., 
October 26, 1976. 


FOREIGN POLICY AND THE AMERICAN PURPOSE 

from ir-- 1 a?r w h;t C ?SrDlc“ra?fon h of P TT Se life which wrings 

our nation's Bioentennfaf f- a H ab ° ab - This year - 
effort to reevaluate and perhaps rr-ciTro^ „ a to make a special 

to affirm the values our naHnn k redlrec t our national life so as 

such a reexamination, no matter wha? 1 ^ 1 ?* Xt is good to make 
an America, engaged in free and on^n And what we find is 

national election in staS cont 3 l , ebat ! preparatory to a 
governments by power qrcuDs ar ^ t ° r the world where 

The contrast Ld P ay e L 9 aTfL?rar?rSL"t^S^“fS; 

at our Bicentennial^ to deSmin^juf^ho^t^ 01107 ^ itS g ° als 
foreign policy in liqht nfS! 3 how to P ursue this nation's 
we soon find ourselvls a fitt^e Sel/^ 3 f ° r in the ^ld. 


-more- 
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, ^2 ne +.' i ’ S t f m P ted to ascribe that confusion to the charcre® 
and counter-charges hurled in an election year. But it ff l ro 

shared pa £ t;Lsan ma tter; it runs deeper and it is more widely 
affairs !S h Pe ° P & ^ estion wha t we stand for in foreign 
survival and ^ our /^ als a *e being compromised for national 
original ' vlluet United States Sti11 ^P^ents its 

S2sf 5 

beforrL^Cd^n-he^ni £"££ a^tlof of ^ *T 
arousing men to burst the chains...;-' signal of 

were divided LlnC °i n ' s . words a few decades later when our people 

asss 

saw "something in the DecLratLn^sSlIthil^givSg libIl?J e n I? d 
"I? was°tS? P h° P h le ° f thiS COUntr y but h °P® to SI worU?^ “ 

and o^ d ad^rIaries he ~ r I X ? tionshi P with °ur allies 

Korea faces SI ve^ rell tSLI I? » ' f £ r exam P le - South 

cLlt rtU u llY su ^ounded by the "* 

“Siiitrin 9 ?^ y Ameri ? an s “PP°tt is needid for pSlfanT 

p-- oul 

ful l nf *.►, Wrltla ? today , at the time of our Bicentennial is 

meet our h™£*E£Si .SSSSiS "SETS wl^rio^^hlS Til 
Ald S hU wi!l°^ SelVeS and t0 0therS about this necessity? 
our aff6Ct US aS 3 nation ' 
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Then we look at the USSR: a regime which not only offends 
our dedication to human rights but which has declared itself 
our . ideological opponent. In exercising detente we wonder once 
again if we have abandoned the path of our Founding Fathers. 

Last Tuesday brought news of yet another instance of unashamed 
barbarism m the Soviet Union — when a group of Jewish dissidents 
inquiring about delays in obtaining exit visas.. reported that 
they were taken out into the woods near Moscow and beaten by 
Soviet plainclothesmen and later were arrested. 

, ^ ere is our commitment to transcendent principles — the 
ultimacy of freedom and the individual human soul — - that 
America as ideological and diplomatic leader of the Western 
world today must display? What part of our ideology justifies 
cooperation with such a regime? Simply put, it is this: today 
in a world dominated by tension between nuclear superpowers, 

£V ny continent can l) ar the delicate web of global balance. 
The. probable alternative to peace is not just war but mutual 
annihilation. One of our primary foreign policy goals is 
therefore to maintain that peace, to reduce suspicion and 
rivalry. We must work. with nations governed by systems of all 
. ypes to replace conflict by dialogue and reciprocal exchanges* 
in trade and economics, to reduce armaments and enhance security, 
and to set standards for human rights. Yet we must remember 
always that whatever relaxation of tensions occurs, there 
shouid be no illusion that fundamental political and ideological 
differences will vanish in the process. 

These sub 3 ects 9° beyond questions of partisanship. They 
are fundamental to a universal ambiguity in this Bicentennial 
year, an ambiguity which precludes feelings of comfort and 
confidence. 

Yet the question goes deeper still. At the same time that 
we are wondering how best to advocate human rights, throughout 
the world. many tell. us that our notions of human rights lack 
the priority we assign them, that our system in fact has 
nothing. to offer and that our notions of human rights are a 
bourgeois anachronism of no relevance to the world that is to 
come ~ and even worse, they are telling us that our notions 
of human rights are nothing but a cloak for our naked and 
narrow self-interest. 


-more- 
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a challenge that we can and must meet. To 
understand how it came about, to understand the danger that 

i-h^ P ° Se ^ I » l0t 4 = 0n;Ly t0 ° Ur self -confidence but to the' future of 
the world s freedom, we must understand first of all that our 
wareness of human rights and of the natural dignity of human 
individuals are special in this world. 

an ide^i^hS^^S 5 a pla <: e ' or even a people; America was 
Sn ? the minds of a few - the idea that men and women 

rfahii a soclet y without surrendering their 

f S individuals. That uncommon source seoarates one 
revolution and one nation from all others before or sincS ~ 
uniquely. it came on behalf, not of a certain class, creed or 
special interest, but of mankind as a whole. 

-°u r idea . recognized human rights not as unique in concept 
but inherent in the nature of man - man's basic instinct Sd 

frJ 1 indfSfr I fr ? ed0in J nd lndividual opportunity. Human beings 
of , dUalS/ not .^ s t members of political communities or 
5 Z 2 US ? oclal institutions. Government cannot 
simply take what it wants from the individual: government 

de f 1 “ lth J he . i^ividual according to the ?ems o? tte 
contract . that the individual has made with it. In short 

thf^SriJ f imi a ° n t 5 e f tate ' s ri ^ ht to interfere with 
ha?e rights d f doms of the citizen because individuals 

Today all of this seems so natural to us that it appears 
strange even to talk about it. The idea of liberty lies a? 

"TnaV^ t ! 11S coun try's founding and its purpose. 

thS DeclSration g ni S T^ the ±n the Very first sentence Q f 

tne Declaration oi Independence, brought our nation into 

existence. The idea of liberty is thl single mos? important 

animating principle of our Constitution and of our people. 

QnQ T he Purpose of this liberty has been the individual his 
energies and creative capacities, and how best to free those 

chief 1 theme^ > nf haPS t !j an anythin 9 else this has been the 

ZZ* whole history, both at home and in our 
dealings with other nations. It has been the engine of our 

of SSi n hi hl a t0 J Y + . Of economi . c development. It was the engine 
of our bloody but necessary civil war. It brought us out of 

to war^n^? an f ° ato . the international scene. We have gone 
w °r it f Jnd lt n ? tably the American Revolution and World 
To this dav it rpla • mada peace with it foremost in our minds, 
social system! the m ° St powerful argument for our 
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In today '^Exceedingly complex political world of some 
150 internationally recognized sovereign states, only a pre- 
vious few embrace the concepts of human rights and freedoms 
of the individual which we cherish. The thoughts of freedom, 
of responsibility and of the individual, we find, are unique 
products of our Greco-Roman- Judeo-Christian tradition. 

In other parts of the world the relationship between 
citizen and state differs profoundly. Broadly speaking two 
other views of human rights are held, one within the Soviet 
system and another within the developing world. In the Soviet 
system any genuine respect for human rights encounters the harsh 
opposition of basic Soviet dogma: that individual rights stand 
in the way of a planned and directed society and only a central 
political authority can properly guide economic development and 
insure an equitable distribution of property. To view human 
beings as essentially free is absurd, they say, for since 
powerful social forces and economic systems make man what 
he is, individual rights really have little meaning. The 
Constitution of the USSR promises protection for most of the 
rights outlined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights , 
but it does so only in the context of "Fundamental Rights and 
Duties of Soviet Citizens", emphasizing the duty of every 
Soviet citizen to refrain from any activity contrary to the 
interest of the State. In the UN General Debate last month, 
one Eastern bloc foreign minister underscored this distinction, 
one which nullifies any protection of individual human rights, 
"...an individual may exercise his rights," he said, " only as 
a member of a broader community . ” 

In the developing world some ideas of human rights also 
differ from ours. Some nations newly freed from colonial rule 
kept the systems they inherited. But others have turned to a 
new ideology called development . With masses of people in 
dismal living conditions, the striking need seemed to them 
primarily material and technical, and progress measured only 
in terms of sheer economic growth. 

To a people whose condition made them incapable of exer- 
cising basic rights and freedoms, these leaders asked, of what 
value are such concepts? To a starving man what does freedom 
of speech matter? To an illiterate what is freedom of the 
press? If material needs are the most important, this group 
concluded, then collective economic rights are the most 
important rights. Thus, the right to economic development 
replaces the right to private property, the right to political 
stability replaces the right to political dissent, and the 
freedom of the government to define the nation's self-image 
replaces freedom of the press. 


-more- 


Approved For Release 2002/06/06 : CIA-RDP79M00467A0027001 10002-9 


SCRANTON Approved ^Release 2002/06/06- : CIA-RDP79M0^7A0027001 10002-9 

This differs fundamentally from the Communist ideology for 
it is not concerned with the theological importance of planning but with 
the practical need to achieve certain economic ends. Its allegiance 
is to expediency. 

Four and a half years ago in testimony before a House Sub- 
committee, Rabbi Schneier stated of the situation in Northern 
Ireland, "Yes, we are dealing with religious factors but it 
is a complex problem that involves economics, it involves 
civil rights, it involves political rights, so we are not 
dealing with a religious problem, per se." He could as easily 
have been speaking of any of the other issues that face us 
today, for everyone of them involve economics and development, 
cultural tradition, ideology, and the question of freedom. 

We must defend our idea of liberty for the sake of economic 
development itself. We must insist again and again on what we 
have learned from our own economic history: that liberty is 
the spur to economic development, not its enemy. If a nation 
wants economic progress, if it wants economic well-being more 
widely dispersed among its people, only individual citizens, 
not enforcing governments, can bring that about. For countries 
grow economically when the inventiveness, creativity and freedom 
of their citizens are unfettered, not when the vital energies 
of their people are locked and chained. So to countries who 
tell us they are too poor to afford our notions of human j 

rights, we respond with the conviction that promoting and 
cherishing freedoms is a condition of better living. 

American policies, foreign or domestic, have a single 
source — our determination to carry on the original values 
of our revolution, the values of human rights and individual freedoms. 

Foreign policy in this turbulent and nuclear world must be 
based on certain idealistic but practical precepts: first, 
our closest affiliation is with the countries whose culture 
or concepts or convictions coincide with ours, the countries 
of the Western world, especially Western Europe, some of our 
neighbors in this hemisphere, and Japan. Nations joined with ! 

us in dedication to human rights and individual freedoms. 
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, Second, we work with developing countries in our common 
interest to bring them lasting economic betterment, aiding and 
abetting them in every way we know how to see that human rights 
and freedoms become part and parcel of that betterment. 

Third, because this is a nuclear age which can literally mean 
the decimation of mankind, we should negotiate with the Soviet 
Union and the Soviet sphere to reduce armaments and enhance security, 
to offer measured but normal relations, with the degree of normalcy 
contingent on their performance under the judicable standards agreed 
at Helsinki. At all times working through the Helsinki accords to 
pressure the movement of that totalitarian system toward standards 
for human rights. This we must do. 

Finally, to people everywhere who yearn for freedom and 
human rights, we shall continue to offer hope. And that is not a 
hope produced by huge expenditures for arms or a hope linked to our 
possession of overwhelming power. It is the hope Lincoln and 
Jefferson spoke of, a hope we fulfill when our actions reflect 
what we stand for. ' ” — 



************** 
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BURBANK, -CALIFORNIA 31503 


December 1, 1976 


Mr. Henry Knocke 
Deputy Director 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Langley, Virginia 23665 

Dear Hank: 

I was very impressed with your boss's appearance at the Los 
Angeles World Affairs Council meeting yesterday. His prepared 
remarks were persuasive and his responses during the question 
period were candid, forthright and, in some cases, downright 
hard-hitting. His closing was on a very personal note, centered 
on the rewards of ten months of association with the very patriotic, 
dedicated and capable CIA team. In reflecting on George Bush's 
appearance yesterday, I find many parallels with your own lucid 
and candid presentation at the time of the Brookings Seminar visit 
last May. 


f}. A ^ cJ 

K . L u ' 

..k ■> f -4 : ,4-k 
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I am sure that you will all miss Bush, but I can't help but agree 
with his observation that it was terribly important that Mr. Carter 
have "his own man" at the helm of this sensitive agency. 


I enjoyed very much seeing Jim Taylor again a couple of weeks ago 
and having the opportunity of exchanging ideas on "corporate planning" 
with him and others on yoxir management team. ■ As one of your 
associates observed, there are many, many parallels in the planning 
challenges facing our respective organizations. 
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17 December 1976 


Executive Secretariat, 


I took a call this afternoon 

from | 1 ' 1 calling from 

Los Angeles , where ne gave his 
telephone number as I 
He said he had sent a telegram to 
the PCI about a month ago, signed 
regarding Mexico. ■ He 
also claimed to have called the 
Agency about two \\reeks ago, since^ 
he had not received a reply to his 
telegram. He was calling to say 
that' he was still waiting for an 
answer. 


STATOTHR 

STATOTHR 


STATOTHR 


Andrew T. Falkiewicz 
A/DCI 
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